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ABSTRACT
The paper reports results of a study of the

distribution of productivity among sociologists who ,publish: Previous

re arch had vindicated that a large' percentage of socioldgtots do not
publish `very often. In this study, a random sapple"of 300 Ph.D. . -

seabert of ,the American Sociological Association were queried aboUt
Aheir.publishing activities. The questionnaire lisitedthe responses
to :publications, papers`', and other leans by whicariindings of the
sociologigtst dissertAtions had been disseminated. Tables of response
data showthat SW% of all the articles published were written by only

25% of the people is the survey. Thus, it is evident that a majority
of the articles are written by 'a minority of the-sociologists.
Another analysis .vas performed to see whether thClaige number of
recent Ph.D. tecipients was inflating the percentage of those with
few publicatioes. The analysis excluded sociologists who had'received
their degrees after 1969..Again, a high percentage of articles vas`'
attributed to a small percentage of individuals. The conclusion is

that there is a highly uneven distribution of productivity among
sociologists in the (fated States. (Author/A
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that about 75 percent of the authors in the fields of arithmetic,

Ix. English, reading and'spelling had published only one study.

Ct) Similat.ly1 ColC & Col e2 reported that a largepercent4e Of

W.
the physicists they studied were low in scientifik productivity.

In aneifly study of research authOrshi$, Smi'th
1

found

4
Data on the productivity of Social scientists were publishdd by.

Lazail3feld & Thielens3 and subsequently Lewis cited these

figures in supporting his conclusion that the "publication

record of most academicians is pretty skimpy:
4

The significance of such findings Vas suggested by Gardner's

observations that only rarely can individkials who are sporaaily
.

engaged in research be adequately competent to attack the problems

they investigate. -He.asserted that '!Nothing can replace steady

and continuing experience in a field of research as a qualifi-

cationor doing fundamental and significant research in that

field "

More recently, Babchuk & Bates,
6

Wanderer,
7
Glenn &

Villemel,§-Lightfield, Larson gtL 41.,1O and Yoelsll have

N4 presented data suggesting the generally low productivity of

kN

O

sociologists. .

.The purpose,of the present study to examine the distri-

bution of productivity among those sociologists whO do publish.

Data were collected by peans of a questionnaire sent to a

random sample of 300 cases drawn from the universe of all

members of the American SociolOgical'ASsociation residing in

- ., 2 ,
..,



(2)

the -United States who hold the Ph:D: By means of an open-'

ended format, members were asked to list publibations, papers
.

. presented, and "any other means"*. by iwhich findings of their

dissertations had been disseminated. It shoial be noted that

the questionnaire was originally designed to gather data
. =A

relevant to a different research question
12

and is 'limited to

publications, resulting from doctOral research,. The original

`. mailing in February, 1974, togethet with a follow-up matling

in Mardh, yielded a response rate of 72% (N = 216).
g

Table I (pag, 4) reveals the extent to which it is a

minority'of sociologists who publish a majority.of articles.
. ,

For example, these so6iologists who wrote three or more

diticles/(25% of the' producers) Pliblihed 54% of the total

nverse1,', over half of the producers published only

The pattern .of .p duCtive-concentration exhibited iris
/

/ Table Its also found the second table (page 5). 'Thu's, the

)4 34 of the productive gamp publishing three or more publictions

(articles, books, monographs, c apters,.research bulletins, etc.)

produced 62% of all publications., On the other hand, nearly 41b

half produced only one publications',

It could reasonabi.y,be argued that those sociologists- who

have' recently reeeived the Ph.D. have not

long as 'others and that- this factor would

been at risk" as.

inflate the percentage
= .

of those with few publications. Because Lightfield's" data

indicate that sociologists who do'pot publish within five years

after receipt of the Ph.D. seldom publish after that ppint,
4

additional computations were made for those who had held the
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degree for,at least five yeqrs. These data

Tables III. and IV.

The date in Table III (page 6)

of productive concentration found

A

found in

sent the same picture

Dible I: For example,

those who wrote three or more a icle$ (22% 0ethe producers)

published 49% of the total' nuber of articles.. Again; over

half)07%) produced only or article. SimilatLly, Table IV

(page 7) exhibits the same'relationship found in T ble II.

Thus, those who wrote three or more publications (28%) pro-

duced 55% of the publications. .Once again, hearlyPhale

produced only one publication.

The literature' cited earlier suggests that a large per-

centage of socioIogists'are unproductive. The data presented'

in thisgtudy Maggests that of those who do publish, the

majority are relatively unproductivi. Conversely, the highly

prbductive minority of individuals pen the majority of publi-

cations.. Thus, the picture which appears to emek-ge is that

of a highly uneven distributiorf productixity among. Ph.D.

sociologists in the United States.

41'
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TABLE III

Arable Productivity of 66 Sociologists ?AI() PeceivtBd .'
, .

the Ph.D. Before 1969

11
t

-
. ,,---

Number of Number of f'ercentage of Number of tags of
Articles Sociologists Sociologists Articles PlbefacrArticles\
Catecpry

I
Published

.
; s

......".

it

i

3 .

5

,

37, 57 -

14 . 22

4 6'

8

s 2,

2

.

37 .
m

X28. ,

29

22

12 10 . \

20. - 16

10 8

1

t
12

7 1. . 7

.. .

4, 8

,
Total

5.

.P
0

17
'1-26

.
o

63

,

181 a 100

. .

aTotal does not equal 100% dt.e to rounding. 14
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TABLE- IV

Total Publication Productivity of 87 Sociologists

Who Received the Ph.D. Before 1969

,

Number of Number of Percentage of Number of . Percentadb of
Publications Sociologists Sociologists Publications Total

CategozY Produced Publications,
I

1

2

3

41

21

13

47

\24

('
15 .

ti

.

42

39

22

21

4 6 7 24

61,

5 1 1 5 3

-7- 6 2" 2 12

n'7 2 2 14 8

1 1 8

Total 87
a

, 185 100

aTotal does not equal 100% due to rounding.
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